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Alabama 


Draft Call-up Revised 


Executive Order 10659 signed by President Eisen- 
hower February 17 has made several modifications in 
Selective Service regulations. 


Directly affecting thousands was announcement of 
the long awaited new call-up system for draft service. The 
new plan virtually exempts from service over 150,000 
fathers and other men 26 years and over, for some time 
to come. Fathers and older men can still be drafted, but 
only after the existing pool of 1,347,000 single men be- 
tween the ages of 19 through 25 have been called. 


The revised call-up plan places draft delinquents and 
registrants with postponed induction orders at the top of 
the list. Next come volunteers between the ages of 19 
through 26. After these two sources have been exhausted, 
local boards can call up single men and married men 
without children in the 19 through 26 age group, with the 
oldest being called first. Fathers and other men 26 and 
over come next with the youngest being selected first. Last 
to be called are men between the ages of 18% and 
under 19. 

Several other changes were made to clarify the regu- 
lations and bring them into conformity with various 
court decisions. The registrant is now required to keep 
the local board currently informed of any change in his 
occupational, marital, family, dependency, and physical 
condition as well as his home address. Such changes 
must be reported in writing within 10 days after they 
occur. 





The State Director is now authorized to transfer a 
registrant for classification to another board under cer- 
tain circumstances. The local board must declare delin- 
quent any registrant who has failed to perform required 
duties and so notify him before it can issue an order to 
report for induction. The revised regulations are more 
explicit that the local board cannot issue an order to 
report for induction during the period a registrant is 
entitled to make an appeal and while the appeal is in 
process. This applies also to the personal hearing before 
the local board. 


Minor changes were made in the regulations govern- 
ing the registration of various categories of aliens enter- 
ing the U. S. Doctors draft regulations were revised to 
conform to the 1955 act extending the doctors draft 
through June of 1957. 

These amendments to the regulations make necessary 
a few changes in the second edition of the Handbook. 


These are noted elsewhere in this issue of NEWS NOTES. 


C.O. 


Denied Vote 





Housewife Initiates Court Test 


Of Election Board Ruling 


Mrs. W. W. Lumpkin of Prichard, Alabama was re- 
fused the right to register as a voter by the Mobile 
County Board of Registrars. She was previously denied 
registration by the same board late in January. 


Alabama law requires would-be voters to fill out a 
questionnaire-type of application. Mrs. Lumpkin 
answered “no” to the first part of the question “Will you 
bear arms for your country if called upon by it to do 
so?” If the question is answered in the negative, the 
applicant is asked to state his reasons. Mrs. Lumpkin 
wrote in that “By reasons of my religious beliefs, I am 
conscientiously opposed to combat service. I will per- 
form any non-combatant service required of me.” 


The chairman of the Board of Registrars. Walter F. 
Schaffer, informed Mrs. Lumpkin that she could not 
qualify as a voter. Schaffer stated that it was the board’s 
policy to require an affirmative answer to the question 
on willingness to bear arms. According to Schaffer, the 
Board of Registrars holds the position that anyone who 
refused to bear arms could not honestly sign the oath 
at the end of the questionnaire to defend the constitu- 
tions of the United States and Alabama. 


We have been informed by Mrs. Lumpkin’s attorney. 
Albert J. Tully of Mobile, that an appeal from the board’s 
decision has been filed in the Circuit Court of Alabama. 
Tully believes the board’s decision violates Alabama’s 
constitutional guarantee of religious freedom and is un- 
realistic since existing law does not requires C.O.’s to 
bear arms. 


An appeal will be taken to the Alabama Supreme 
Court if necessary. It was reported that no other Ala- 
bama voter’s registration board has denied any person 
the right to vote because of conscientious unwillingness 
to bear arms. 
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Briefly Noted 


John Forbes and Clarence Bryan write from the Fed- 
eral Prison Medical Center at Springfield, Mo. to ex- 
press their pleasure and gratification in the large number 
of Christmas cards received this year. “Our best wishes 
to all the good people who saw fit to take notice of us 
this holiday season. This is the last Christmas in jail 
for both of us, and it has been made much easier by the 
efforts of so many peace-loving people outside.” 


* * * 


Frank Laraway, 22-year-old C.O. from Fairhope, Ala- 
bama, was sentenced late in December to three years on 
probation by Judge Thomas, of the U. S. District Court 
in Mobile, on the charge of refusing to report for induc- 
tion into the armed services. The court attached a 
special condition to the probation that Laraway comply 
with the draft law and attempt to qualify as a conscien- 
tious objector. 

This was Laraway’s second sentence from Judge 
Thomas who handed him a 15 months prison sentence 
in 1952 for refusal to fill out a Selective Service ques- 
tionnaire. Laraway was paroled after serving five 
months in the Federal Correctional Institution at Talla- 
hassee, Florida. 


* * * 


Oklahoma University has joined the ranks of schools 
exempting C.O.’s from compulsory R.O.T.C. training. 
The president’s office issued a directive late in 1955 to 
the University’s Committee on Military, Naval, and Air 
Training, stating that all C.0.’s who are able to furnish 
proof of their sincerity shall no longer be required to 
take R.O.T.C. A form similar to the C.O. questionnaire 
used by Selective Service has been introduced and each 
claim is settled on its individual merit. 

* * * 


A Memorial Fund is being established by friends of 
Byron G. Thomas who died suddenly months ago. Byron 
served four years in civilian work camps during World 
War II. Later he taught at the Friends School at Barnes- 
ville, Ohio. Income from the fund will be used to assist 
in the education of his four young children. When this 
need “is past, the fund will be divided into a scholarship 
fund for deserving students at the Friends School with 
the remainder going to the Friends World Committee. 

Contributions for the Memorial Fund should be 
mailed to Paul A. Livezey, Treasurer, Rt. 1, Barnesville. 


Ohio. 


* * * 


A Department of Justice Hearing Officer, in conduct- 
ing a C.O. hearing recently, is reported to have stated 
that any C.O. who asked for exemption from all military 
service would have to refuse to pay his taxes. They still 
expect C.0.’s to be perfect and consistent. 


* * * 
Robert Lyon, formerly field secretary for AFSC’s 


C.O. Services Program will continue in that work as di- 
rector of the program. 


* * * 


LeRoy Doty, Jr. recently assumed his new duties as 


New Executive Appointed 


Ray Newton and A. J. Muste, co-chairmen of the 
Central Committee for Conscientious Objectors, an- 
nounced the appointment of George Willoughby as 
executive secretary of CCCO, succeeding Lyle Tatum who 
resigned in January to become administrator of the Pro- 
testant Home for Children in Buffalo, New York. 


George Willoughby was formerly director of the 
American Friends Service Committee Services to Con- 
scientious Objectors, having served in that capacity for 
two years. Before coming to Philadelphia he was execu- 
tive secretary of the Des Moines office of AFSC for eight 
years. He initiated and gave considerable time to the 
Iowa Committee for Conscientious Objectors which sup- 
ported many Iowa C.O.’s who resisted conscription or 
experienced trouble in securing C.O. classifications. 

Willoughby did undergraduate and graduate work at 
the University of lowa, majoring in political science. He 
served two years in civilian pubiic service camps during 
World War II. He is married and has four children and 
makes his home in south Jersey. 





A Frenechman’s View 


I am afraid your letter has reached me very late. | 
want nevertheless to bring you my testimony (that of a 
resister who did not hesitate to exercise outside the law 
his responsibility to kill the oppressors of his country) in 
favor of conscientious objectors. | am persuaded, and | 
hope with all my soul, that in a few centuries our civiliza- 
tion will appear as barbarous as the cannibalism of our 
ancestors appears to us today. 


Conscientious objectors are the precursors of a civili- 
zation which will be better, more humane and more 
Christian. The existing social order defends its right 
to punish them; this, alas, is normal enough. 


But all those for whom conscience is a value in itself 
must do whatever they can to bring to an end an absurd 
and dishonorable persecution. 


It is absurd, because a few years in prison are not a 
punishment in proportion to the offense done to the social 
order. We must be logical about this — either burn 
heretics or allow liberty of conscience, shoot the enemies 
of the regime or allow liberty of opinion, and so on. 
Half-measures dishonor the state which adopts them. It 
is true that our whole “social order” is permeated with 
shame and hypocrisy. 

(A letter from J. Debu-Bridel of the French Senate to 
Abbe’ Pierre, printed in a recent issue of Faim and Soif, 
Paris, published by Abbe’ Pierre, famous French paci- 
fist.) 





executive secretary of the National Service Board for 
Religious Objectors in Washington, D.C. 
* * * 


The new after-hours telephone number for CCCO is 
Blackwood (New Jersey) 8-0869J. Make all calls person- 
to-person to George Willoughby. Should you forget this 
number, put your call through to CCCO and the operator 
will eventually connect you with the Blackwood number. 


March, 1956 
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Your Life Plans 
And the Armed Forces 


(Published by the American Council on Education, 
Washington, D.C., $2.00; Teacher’s Handbook. 60 cents.) 


This “textbook” was prepared by the Defense Com- 
mittee of the North Central Association of Colleges and 
Secondary Schools in response to a request from the De- 
fense Department that a manuscript written at the “grass 
roots level” be prepared to help boys and girls formulate 
their life plans and goals. The Preface solemnly states 
that “At all times the attitude of the Armed Forces has 
been that civilian educators should prepare this publica- 
tion without influence from or bias toward the military.” 
The military “insisted” that the publication should in no 
manner propagandize for the Armed Forces, but should 
be purely “educational in nature.” This good advice was 
not followed. 


A more appropriate title would be “Your Life Plans 
in the Armed Forces.” What purports to help the young 
man and woman in making decisions about vocational 
interests boils down to a poorly disguised recruiting 
campaign to encourage high school boys and girls to 
choose military careers. Ninety pages out of 143 give 


glowing accounts of educational opportunities available 
through the various branches of the service including the 


Coast Guard and Marine Corps. Little effort is made to 
portray opportunities to serve the nation and the world 
through other than the military. 


The book endorses a period of military service as a 
good educational experience. It glamorizes military 
careers, paints a picture of pretty uniforms, continuous 
study and play, and opportunity to travel the world. The 
deadening routine, the lonesomeness, and temptations of 
military service are ignored. These disadvantages are 
glossed over by the understatement that military service 
for many will not be as favorable to study as in high 
school. 


In choosing a career it is suggested that among other 
things the young man and woman will want to know 
something about his own values (“the kinds of experi- 
ences you will want in order to be a reasonably satisfied 
person”). There is no consideration of the deep under- 
lying values of brotherhood, service, and love that have 
motivated the best in man’s struggle to become civilized. 


You won't find anything about conscientious objec- 
tors in this book either. Reference to the C.O. position 
is contained in a listing of the various draft classifica- 
tions. No consideration of the C.O. provisions in the 
draft law and opportunities for civilian service is in- 


C. O.’s in Russia 


Recently four professors from a Holland University 
made a trip to the U.S.S.R. A detailed account of the 
visit was published in a daily Belgian newspaper, Peace 
and Freedom. These travelers brought the following 
information (in part) on the objection to military service 
in the U.S.S.R. 


Every person in the U.S.S.R. has the right to apply 
for exemption from military service. Often he does not 
hear anymore about his application. His comrade re- 
ceives the call for service but he appears to be forgotten. 
They do not want to make a martyr of him. 


Or often he is called to take alternative service but 
not in the army. Several weeks after his application of 
objection, the objector receives a letter: “We require 
volunteers for civil work to fight against epidemics in 
such and such a part of the U.S.S.R.. etc.” The young 
person is then required to accept the said “volunteer” 
work and is consequently released from service in the 
army. 


In any case, there is no definite law in the U.S.S.R. 
against the objection to military service and there is no 
definite substitute for military service. The decision in 
the matter of objection is left entirely up to the discretion 
of the local authorities. 


Although there are many conscientious objectors to 
be found in prisons, the common method is such as not 
to make martyrs of them. 

(Reprinted from The Doukhobor Inquirer, January 6. 
1956, Sasakatoon, Sask.) 





cluded. The writers. no doubt. do not view such as a 
promising career. 


This book is a serious attempt at military indoctrina- 
tion in our high schools. Read it and form your own 
conclusions. You probably can borrow a copy from 
your local school principal. It has been reported that 
copies have been sent to every high school principal and 
superintendent in the country. 








HANDBOOK CORRECTIONS 


Page 22, line 32 — insert after sentence ending 
“objections should be sustained,” the follow- 
ing: “Before making its decision the appeal 
board shall furnish the registrant with a copy 
of the Department of Justice recommendation 
and inform him of his right to file with the 
Appeal Board a written reply within thirty 
days.” 


These corrections bring the HANDBOOK sub- 
stantially up-to-date as of March 1, 1956. 
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THE COURT REPORTER 


| PROSECUTIONS 
Sentence confirmed since last issue 
12-28-55 Frank Laraway. Jr., 3 years probation. 
(Mobile, Ala.) Judge Thomas 
Arrests 
California—John Martinson 


If RELEASED FROM PRISON 
On Parole 
1 - 24-56 Samuel Shelton 


Ill MEN CURRENTLY IMPRISONED 

Federal Detention Headquarters, New York City— 
John Bendik 

Mill Point, W. Va.—Enos Yoder. Levi Lehman. 
Abraham Bontrager 

Springfield, Mo.—Clarence Bryan, John Forbes 

Tallahassee, Fla——Thomas Tamblyn 

Tucson, Ariz—Vern Davidson 

Total number of C.O.’s convicted since 1948 to 

date: 305 (This is a minimum number, since 


J.W.’s and Muslims are not included, and we miss 
a few.) 








CIVILIAN LIFE IS BEST 


“One of the big mysteries about colds is 
the condition known as ARD (from acute respira- 
tory disease) which afflicts young men in the 
early months of military training. This disease 
. . . does not occur in civilian life.” 


(Dr. Thomas G. Ward, Associate Professor of 
Microbiology of the Johns Hopkins University, re- 
ported in The New York Times February 18th.) 


























PUNISHMENT FOR CONSCIENCE 


A twelve page booklet just published by 
CCCO, gives a brief review of the two continu- 
ing problems of amnesty for World War Il 
draft violators and second prosecutions of 
C.0.’s. Order several copies to distribute to 
your friends and contacts. Single copies free; 
quantity rates $2.00 per hundred, $12.00 per 
thousand. 




















New Army Loyalty Check 


The Armed Forces recently announced that individ- 
uals who refuse to complete or fill out the Loyalty Certi- 
ficate for Personnel of the Armed Forces (DD Form 98) 
at the time they are found physically qualified for mili- 
tary service will no longer be inducted into the services 
until a thorough investigation has been made by the 
F.B.I. The form lists the organizations claimed by the 
Attorney General of the U. S. to be subversive, and the 
signer is supposed to disclaim or explain any relations 
to these organizations. 


Conscientious objectors classified I-O, available for 
civilian work, are not required to file the loyalty certifi- 
cate. Armed Forces regulations require the I-A-O con- 
scientious objector to execute the loyalty certificate the 
same as the man with a I-A classification. 


Refusal to sign the loyalty certificate or any qualifi- 
cation of it will result in the induction order being “held 
in abeyance” while the F.B.I. conducts an investigation. 
No clear provision for a hearing or legal counsel has 
been provided. If the loyalty investigation reveals that 
the man is unfit for military service, this is reported to 
his local board which presumably will classify the man 


IV-F. 
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